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DETAILED ACTION 

The instant application having Application No. 10/596,473 is presented for 
examination by the examiner. 

Priority 

Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. 
1 19(a)-(d). The certified copy has been received. 

Drawings 

The drawings are accepted. 

Specification 

The specification is objected to be it lacks the proper USP headings. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 2-15 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Each of the dependent claims should refer to their parent claim as "the method" 
as opposed to "a method". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 
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Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, 
subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-6 and 10, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 based on Supreme Court 
precedent and recent Federal Circuit decisions, a 35 U.S.C § 101 process must (1) be 
tied to a particular machine or (2) transform underlying subject matter (such as an 
article or materials) to a different state or thing. In re Bilski et al, 88 USPQ 2d 1385 
CAFC (2008); Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 
584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. 
Deener, 94 U.S. 780,787-88 (1876). 

Here, applicant's method steps are not tied to a particular machine and do not 
perform a transformation. The method of claim 1 could be performed by hand. There is 
no explicit or implicit machine needed in carrying out the method of claim 1 . Thus, the 
claims are non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 1-16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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As per claims 1 and 16, the recitation of "and/or" causes an indefiniteness 
because the scope of the combination [and] and the alternative [or] is different. It is not 
clear whether both are required. 

As per claim 9, the phrase "substantially immediately" is unclear. 

As per claim 1 1 , the phrase "more preferably" renders the claim indefinite. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 



Claims 1-3, 10, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by USP 6,434,553 to Sekiguchi et al hereinafter Sekiguchi. 

As per claim 1 , Sekiguchi teaches a method of accessing and/or recording data 
content in a storage device, including the steps of: 

(a) arranging for the data content on a data storage medium (col. 3, line 34) of the 
device to be a master file (MF) having an associated file name for identifying an address 
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range (col. 5, lines 1-3) for locating and subsequently accessing and/or recording said 
master file on the medium (col. 3, line 46); 

(b) arranging for the master file to include substantially within its address range at 
least one sub-file having an associated file name for identifying an address range for 
locating and accessing and/or recording the sub-file on the medium (col. 3, lines 49-50); 
and 

(c) at least one of reading data content from and writing data content to at least 

one of the master file and the at least one sub-file using their associated file names (col. 
3, line 55). 

As per claim 2, Sekiguchi teaches there is a plurality of sub-files 
arranged to be mutually non-overlapping (Fig. 1, elements 132, 133, 134). 

As per claim 3, Sekiguchi teaches there is a plurality of sub-files of which a sub- 
set thereof is arranged to be mutually overlapping (Fig 1 , files B, C, and D overlap file A; 
column 4, lines 63-65). 

As per claim 10, Sekiguchi teaches the data storage medium is arranged to be 
detachable from the storage device (col. 3, lines 33). 



As per claim 16, it is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Claims 4-8, 12, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sekiguchi in view of USP Application Publication 2002/0138593 to 
Novak et al hereinafter Novak. 

As per claim 4, Sekiguchi is silent in explicitly teaching the sub-set of the at least 
one sub-file is in encrypted form. Novak teaches a sub-set of the at least one 
sub-file is in encrypted form (0084 and 0087). Novak teaches a file comprising subfiles 
are each encrypted with keys. Encryption is well known for its security applications. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to encrypt the files of Sekiguchi as disclosed by Novak for security reasons. 

As per claim 5, Sekiguchi is silent in teaching the device is operable to access in 
sequence the sub-set of the at least one sub-file in encrypted form using corresponding 
decryption access keys. Novak teaches the device is operable to access in 
sequence the sub-set of the at least one sub-file in encrypted form using corresponding 
decryption access keys. Examiner supplies the same rationale as recited in the 
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rejection of claim 4 as to why the claim is obvious over the combination of Sekiguchi 
and Novak. 

As per claim 6, Sekiguchi is silent in teaching the decryption keys are provided to 
the device from data serving means via at least one authenticated communication 
channel. Novak teaches the decryption keys are provided to the device from data 
serving means via at least one authenticated communication channel as the WMD file 
key is encrypted with the recipient's public key (0084). Public key cryptography is well 
known in the art. Examiner supplies the same rationale as recited in the rejection of 
claim 4 as to why the claim is obvious over the combination of Sekiguchi and Novak. 

As per claim 7, Sekiguchi is silent in teaching the at least one authenticated 
communication channel is established between the device and said one or more remote 
data servers using private-public key encryption. Novak teaches the at least one 
authenticated communication channel is established between the device and said one 
or more remote data servers using private-public key encryption (0084). Examiner 
supplies the same rationale as recited in the rejection of claim 4 as to why the claim is 
obvious over the combination of Sekiguchi and Novak. 

As per claim 8, Sekiguchi is silent in teaching the storage device is operable to 
establish said at least one authenticated channel with said data serving means for 
obtaining one or more decryption keys. Novak teaches the storage device is operable 
to establish said at least one authenticated channel with said data serving means for 
obtaining one or more decryption keys (0084). Novak teaches the decrypted keys are 
sent encrypted with the recipient's public key. Examiner supplies the same rationale as 
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recited in the rejection of claim 4 as to why the claim is obvious over the combination of 
Sekiguchi and Novak. 

As per claim 12, Sekiguchi is silent in teaching the data content is arranged to 
correspond to executable software code included within the master file, wherein the 
sub-files, correspond to user-selectable options. Sekiguchi discloses general files and 
when it is known that selecting any file of the file group, it is faster to pre-fetch the 
others because they will also need to be opened. Novak teaching a container file which 
incorporates supporting files. It holds true that when selecting one of the files, the other 
files will need to be opened. Thus, this type of media container benefits from the 
teaching of Sekiguchi because of the similar architecture. Novak teaches the data 
content is arranged to correspond to executable software code (music tracks) included 
within the master file, wherein the sub-files, correspond to user-selectable options 
(skins, playlists, borders; 0078). It is obvious to combine the type of WMD file taught by 
Novak into the system of Sekiguchi because the WMD files are the kind in which 
Sekiguchi can open more quickly. The claim is obvious because combining known 
methods which produce predictable results is within the ordinary capabilities of one of 
ordinary skill in the art. Novak's files are one specific type of file which benefits from 
Sekiguchi's teachings. 

As per claim 13, Sekiguchi is silent in teaching those sub-files included within the 
master file which are encrypted correspond to user-selectable software options 
accessible for execution to response to user-payment. Sekiguchi teaches those sub- 
files included within the master file which are encrypted (0084) correspond to user- 
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selectable software options (0078) accessible for execution to response to user- 
payment (0074). Examiner supplies the same rationale as recited in the rejections of 
claim 4 and 1 2 as to why the claim is obvious over the combination of Sekiguchi and 
Novak. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sekiguchi in view of non-patent publication "Small Form Factor Optical Drive: 
Miniaturized Plastic High-NA Objective and Optical Drive" authored by Braun et al., 
published in 2002, hereinafter, Braun. 

As per claim 1 1 , Sekiguchi is silent in teaching the storage medium is a 
miniature optical data storage disc, more preferably a SFFO disc. Braun teaches a 
storage medium is a miniature optical data storage disc, more preferably a SFFO disc 
(page 251 ). SFFO is just one type of known storage medium at the time of the 
invention. Therefore the claim is obvious because combining known methods which 
produce predictable results is within the ordinary capabilities of one of ordinary skill in 
the art. One of ordinary skill in the art could have applied Sekiguchi's teachings to any 
type of storage medium. 
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Claims 14 and 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sekiguchi in view of USP Application Publication 2006/001 18619 to Hulst et al 
hereinafter Hulst. 

As per claim 14, Sekiguchi is silent in teaching the storage device is included as 
a part of a mobile telephone apparatus coupleable to a communication network. Hulst 
teaches storage device are part of a mobile telephone and allows content to be 
delivered to the storage device from the network (0017). Sekiguchi generally described 
a computer. However mobile phones are types of computers. The claim is obvious 
because combining known methods which produce predictable results is within the 
ordinary capabilities of one of ordinary skill in the art. 

As per claim 15, Sekiguchi is silent in teaching the data content stored in the 
master file of the storage device is at least one of pre-recorded onto the storage 
medium and downloaded from said communication network. Hulst teaches the data 
content stored in the master file of the storage device is at least one of pre-recorded 
onto the storage medium and downloaded from said communication network (0017). 
Downloading file from a network is just one of the many ways known in the art to place 
a file into a storage medium. The claim is obvious because combining known methods 
which produce predictable results is within the ordinary capabilities of one of ordinary 
skill in the art. 
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Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sekiguchi 
and Novak as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of USP Application 
Publication 2005/0074125 to Chavanne et al., hereinafter Chavanne. 

As per claim 9, Sekiguchi and Novak are silent in teaching the device is arranged 
to destroy said at least one of the decryption keys received at the device after at least 
one of: 

(a) a pre-determined time duration after receipt of the at least one key at the device; and 

(b) substantially immediately after its corresponding sub-file has been decrypted within 
the device for executing thereof. Chavanne teaches the device is arranged to destroy 
said at least one of the decryption keys received at the device after a pre-determined 
time duration after receipt of the at least one key at the device (0095). This functionality 
affords the content provider greater control over content. The combined system of 
Sekiguchi and Novak allow a user to purchase content from a provider. A pre- 
determined time duration of the content gives the service provider more control over its 
content. Deleting the decryption keys is one way of establishing and end to the time 
duration. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to delete the keys to limit the time duration of the content because 
it gives the service provider more control and allows it to offer more types of services. 
For example, one could download trail versions of content or rent content at a cheaper 
price. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure is listed on the enclosed PTO-892 form. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL R. VAUGHAN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7316. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 7:30am 
- 5:00pm, EST. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, William Korzuch can be reached on 571-272-7589. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/M. R. V./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2431 
/William R. Korzuch/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



